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Applicant 

Filed 

TC/A.U. 

Examiner 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE j 

10/050,413 Confirmation No.: 6108 j 

Charles Eric Pearce et al. 
January 16, 2002 

1771 ! 
Norca Liz Torres Velazquez 



Title Hydroentangled Filter Media And Method 

Docket No. PGI6Q44P0321US 
Customer No. 32116 

Commissioner For Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 

Sir 

This is responsive to applicants' Amendment filed in response to the Office Action of 
April 22 T 2005. 

By applicants* previous response, applicants refuted the Examiner's rejection under 35 
U-S.C. §103, based upon U.S. Patent No. 4,556,601 f to Kirayoglu, in view of U.S. Patent No. j 

! 

i 
( 

5,240,764, to Haid et al. As stated therein, applicants respectfully maintain that it is contrary to j 

> 

the teachings of the principal Kirayoglu reference to subject the filter media disclosed therein to j 



3 

heat-treatment, as stated by the Examiner in her rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103. \ 

i 

As previously noted, the Kirayoglu reference itself specifically requires that the disclosed ! 

I 

fabric not be subjected to shrinkage, i.e., heat-treatment Applicants have maintained that as j 

j 

such, there would be no motivation for one skilled in the art to subject the fabric of Kirayouglu to ) 

i 

heat-treatment, as suggested by the Examiner in her rejection. \ 

\ 

In support of their position, applicants have studied the prosecution file history of the \ 

* 

», 

Kirayoglu reference. Significantly, study of the history shows that the language in claim 1 of the j 
Kirayoglu reference specifying that the disclosed fabric not be subjected to a shrinking (i.e., i 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



i 

* 

i 

Page 1 of 3 ] 

\ 
i 



PAGE 2/7 * RCVD AT 10/5/2005 3:29:41 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/34 1 DNIS:2738300 » CSID: ' DURATION (muw$):0142 



OCT-05-2005 14:15 Wood, Phillips P. 



Application No. 10/050,413 \ 



heat-treatment) operation was added by Examiner's Amendment shortly before mailing of the 
Notice of Allowability (copies enclosed). Notably, in the accompanying Examiner Interview 



i 
i 

i 

i 

; 
I 

« 

) 
J 

Summary Record, the Examiner states: I 

\ 

Claim 1 to be amended to indicate product characteristics 
described thereby were not the result of an extraordinary 
shrinking operation such as that of Example IV of the Evans et al 
patent referred to above. « 

The Evans et al. patent, U,S. Patent No. 3,486.168, at Example IV describes heat- J 

■ 

* 

treatment of the fabric of this Example. At column 10, line 64 et seq. t Evans et al. states; 



The high-shrinkage fibers are capable of shrinking about 30% in 
length when subjected to atmospheric stream or heat (120° C). 

At column 1 1 , line 3 et seg., Evans et al. goes on to state: 

The fabric, which has 12 ribs/inch (4.73/cm.), is then removed 
from the grill and exposed to live stream for 1.0 minute resulting in 
30% area shrinkage. 
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Thus, Evans et al. contemplates that by exposure to stream at 120° C. (i.e., 248° F.), the 

disclosed fabric is subjected to 30% area shrinkage. 

In light of the above-noted language in the principal Kirayoglu reference, applicants 

* 

have maintained that modification of the teachings of this reference, in accordance with the j 

■ 

4 

* 

Haid et aL patent, would be contrary to the teachings of these references. In this regard, I 
applicants note that the Haid et al. reference relied upon by the Examiner contemplates, in j 

Example II, that the fabric disclosed therein be heat-set at 300° F. for 5 minutes. Thus, Haid et j 

t 

4 

al. contemplates heat-setting at a temperature that exceeds that disclosed in Example IV of the j 
Evans et al. patent, and for a period of time that exceeds that disclosed in Example IV of Evans 
et al. Clearly, one skilled in the art would conclude that heat-treatment in accordance with the 
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teachings of the Haid et al. patent would result in shrinkage, specifically contrary to the I 

i 

* 

contemplated scope and teachings of the principal Kirayoglu reference. I 

I 

Thus, applicants must respectfully maintain that combining the teachings of these j 
references is contrary to MP.E.P. Section 2143.01 , which specifically admonishes that "the 
proposed modification cannot change the principle of operation of a reference' (citations 
omitted). As such, it is respectfully maintained that the rejection of the presently pending claims j 
under 35 U.S.C. §103 should be withdrawn. 

Should the Examiner wish to speak with applicants' attorneys, they may be reached at j 

j 

the number indicated below. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional j 

i 

fees which may be required in connection with this submission to Deposit Account No. 23-0785. j 

i 

Respectfully submitted, 



Correspondence to: \ 

WOOD, PHILLIPS, KATZ, CLARK & MORTIMER j 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3800 I 
Chicago, Illinois 60661-2511 j 

312/876-1800 \ 

( 

■I 

Certificate of Transmission under 37 CFR 1.8 ; 

c 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the United j 

States Patent and Trademark Office on jo^sjo^ j 

l 

^=^o^ — I 
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UNITED STATEf ?ARTMENT OF COMMERCE j 
Patent and Tradt k Office j 

Address: COMMISSIONER OP PATENTS AN [^TRADEMARKS 
Washington. D-C. 20231 \ \ * 



SERIAL NUMBER | FILING DATE | 


FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 


ATTORNEY BOCKEj NO. 


i 


KIRAY13GLU 


! 

• 



s 



r 



LAWRENCE- XSAKOFF 1 

LEGAL. DEPARTMENT 

£♦ Xt DU PONT DE NEKCIURS 21 CQe 

WZLMXNGTONy DE 



EXAMINER 



I PAPERWUMBEft 



ART UNIT 



154 



DATE MAILED: 

.0 



D7/02/j8S 



NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY 



PAflTL^ ^ 

V B^Thte communication iSTesponsfvo tojsfck 

2. □ All me claims Doing *H arable. PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application, If not Included 
herewith (or previously mailed), a Notice Ol Allowance And issue Fw Put or other appropriate communloRUon will be sent fa due 



course. 

3. B"The allowed fcim* am. 

4, □ The drawings Qled on _ 



ere acceptable. 



T 



5. □ Acknowledgment Is mode Of the claim lor priority under 35 US.C. 119. The certified copy has l_J been received 

received. [_) been filed in parent application Serial No, filed on 

6. □ Note the Pttpched Exammef a Amendment. 



. (_) not 



been 



7, Rr-tfote the attached Examiner (ntcnMow Summary Record. PTOL-4 13. 
5. □ Note the etteehed Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance. 
9. Obtote the attached NOTICE OF REFERENCES CITED, FTO-B92, 
10. □"Note the attachod INFORMATION DISCLOSURE CITATION, PT0>144B. 



PART B. j 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE to comply wtth the requirement* noted below is set to EXPIRE THREE MONTHS 
FROM THE "DATE MAILED" indicated on this form. Failure to timely, comply will result In the ABANDONMENT of this application, 
extension? of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

1. □ Note the attached EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT or NOTICE OF INFORMAL APPLICATION, PTO-152. which discloses that the oath 

or declaration is deficient. A SUBSTITUTE OATH OR DECLARATION IS REQUIRED. j 

2. Q APPLICANT MUST MAKE THE DRAWING CHANGES INDICATED BELOW IN THE MANNER SET FORTH ON THE REVERSE SIDE 

OF THIS PAPER. \ 
a. D Drawing Informalities V9 indicated on the NOTICE RE PATENT DRAWINGS. PTO-948. attached hereto or to Paper' Mo. 
_ CORRECTION IS REQUIRED, \ 



has been approved by the examiner. CORRECTION IS 



b. □ T>i« proposed drawing correction filed on . — 

REQUIRED. j 

c. Q Approved drawing corrections ere described by the examiner In the attached EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT. CORRECTION IS 

REQUIRED. \ 

d. ©Vormai drawlncs are now REQUIRED. 1 

r i 



Any response to this latter ahouid include in the upper right hand corner, the foBow2ne, Information from the NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE 
AND ISSUE FEE DUE: ISSUE BATCH NUMBER, DATE OF THE NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE, AN© SERIAL NUMBER, 



ovi 



„ QtAfnhvoj Interview Summary Record, PTOL- * 13 

_ hoauorts <0r AfiOr8HC© 

_ Notice of References Clled. PTO-B9J 

„ Inlarmaflan QteclOBiire Citation. PT 0-11*9 



_ Notiw or tntgnrol Application, PTO-132 
„ NeUcA ra Potont browtnos, PTO-948 
— ListinQ of Sondad Drfifttmtn 
_ Other 
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Art Unit 154 



EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT 

Per agreement with applicant's attorney, Mr. 
Isakoff, in the telephone conversation of June 24, 1985, 



A i — ^ai<2 fabric not having been subjected 
/ 0 to a shrinking operation — 



has been inserted after the word "cycles", appearing on 
9 of claim 1. 




JCCannon : cdc 

(703) 557-6525 * , \\ 

6-24-85 
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UNITED STATES DgrV^TMENT OF COMMENCE J 
P?t*nt And Trademark Office j 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



Washington, D.C 20231 



SERIAL NUMBER ( FILlNtf DATE | 




D APPLICANT 


| ATTORNEY DOCW3KY tfO. 


06/ 3613 > 17^ 01/05/81 


KXMYDGt-U 







LAURENCE XSAKOFF 
LEGAL DEPARTMENT 

e. du pont oe nemgmjrs a ca 

WILMINGTON, DE 





! 
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aitt unit 


PAP CI 
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DATE MAILED: 

EXAMINER INTERVIEW SUMMARY RECORD 
Alt participant! (applicant. applicant 1 * feprwemattve. PTO p«r*0nA#l) i 

Mr. Isakoff 



!2>. 



Mr. Cannon 



(3). 



Pet* of interview 



6/24/85 



Typa: D Telephonic □ P» nonai (copy is givan to □ •pptfcam O will's reprtsentatrva,. 
Exhibit Shown or tffTHmstratk>rt«)nA«»tf: □ Yes □ No. |l yw, brief detcrlplion;_, 



Agn 

« 
■ 

C^ru discussed: 



nt O mm riaehed with mswjct to or all of tbo claims in cpenJon, □ not reached. 

1-6 . 



Identification of Otto* «n discussed: 



Evans et al. (3,486,168) 



! 



Claim 1 tcj be 

T" 



Description of the general nature of what w*» agreed to Kan agreement wh reached, or any other commottUi 

amended t o indicate produt character is tics- described thereby werd not 
the result of an extraordinary shrinking operation such of 



example. XV of the Evans et al. patent referred to above. 



(A fatter description, if Mcwwy, «nd a copy of the amendments, if wttaol*. which the totarrhntr agreed would mtdar The claim* oJlowdbte must be 
attached. Also, where no copy Of the amendments which would render tin claims allowable Is available, a summary thereof must be attached. J 

Unless the pa'tg*«ph* below have boon Cheeked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE jACTIOM IS 
NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF ThS INTERVIEW (&.O., ham* 1 -7 O* th» r«varia side of this form), if a response to the 
lest Office action has already been filed, then BPpUcant is 37van on* ittomh from xhh Interview data to provide a statement, of the substance of the interview. 

* I 

□ M U not necessary for applicant to provide a separata record of the substance of (ha Interview. 



PTOL^Ulrev. 1-81) 



J. 



□ Etnce the examine** inte<v>ew summary above (InclueCno any attach mint i) reflect* a pompleta response to each of the objections* rejactiont and 
requirements that may be prt«nt in the last Office action, and since the claims are ftofr aJrOwabla, thti completed form Is considered to fulfill tha 
response requirements of the bit Office action. 



-0 



El eminer't Sionatura 
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